Welcome to the
PFAS Community Stakeholder Meeting

EPA held a National Leadership Summit in Washington, D.C. May 22-23, 2018,
that brought together federal, state, tribal and local partners.

1. EPA will initiate steps to evaluate the need for a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for
PFOA and PFOS. We will convene our federal partners and examine everything we know

about PFOA and PFOS in drinking water.

2. EPAis beginning the necessary steps to propose designating PFOA and PFOS as “hazardous
substances” through one of the available statutory mechanisms, including potentially
CERCLA Section 102.

3. EPAis currently developing groundwater cleanup recommendations for PFOA and PFOS at
contaminated sites and will complete this task by fall of this year.

4, EPA is taking action in close collaboration with our federal and state partners to develop
toxicity values for GenX and PFBS by this summer.
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PFAS In Colorado

 EEEEEE— o

| Three locations with | o
PFAS. . } L

| Close collaboration i | R
between the EPA, | ) N
state, local health |
department, water —S_
systems and other —
organizations to S
address these
situations and reduce
exposure.




2016 - El Paso County

| ssue 1 denti fied after EPAO
Monitoring Rule testing.

Impacts included - Public drinking water systems and
private wells.

State role - provided funding for sampling, technical
and communications assistance.

Other actions - developed site specific groundwater
standard, on-going environmental investigation,
facilitated funding and mitigation measure




2018 - Boulder County

] Sugarloaf Fire District wells affected in
mountains west of Boulder.

No public drinking water systems affected.

State role - provide funding for sampling,
technical and communications assistance.




2018 - Adams County

] South Adams County Water and Sanitation District wells
In Commerce City affected.

| State role - provide funding for additional sampling,
technical and communications assistance plus source
Investigation.




State strategies

] Developed site-specific groundwater quality
standard of 70 ppt for combined PFOA/PFOS In
El Paso County area.

] PFOA and PFOS listed as hazardous constituents
In hazardous waste regulation enables more
sampling at other cleanup sites.

] Currently assessing possible statewide
strategies and resources to address PFAS more
broadly in Colorado.




Questions

www.colorado.gov/cdphe/pfcs



http://www.colorado.gov/cdphe/pfcs

PFAS Contamination
Community Concerns

El Paso County, Colorado

©

Fountain Valley
Clean Water

Coalition
Contamination
Without
Representation




Our Fountain Valley Home

O Over 70,000+ residents

O military and civilians

O 4 water districts and private

_ wells

O multiple types of
governmental jurisdictions

O We all want a safe place to
live
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We are still in danger!

We are told by our water districts our water is safe
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O We have been drlnklng PFAS contaminated water since
0 KS MOPT 1 Qa

O It remains in our bodies for approx. 8+ years

O DoD acknowledges health effect
O We have a significant increase in cancers
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March 2018 Defense Department Congressional Report

Addressing Perfluorooctane Sulfonate (PFOS)
and Perfluorooctanoic Acid (PFOA)

Maureen Sullivan

Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense
(Environment, Safety & Occupational Health)

March 2018

water, and grease
Examples include: Teflon® cookware, waterproofing fabric and coating on fast food
wrappers
Limited human studies show PFOS/PFOA may be associated with
developmental delays in fetuses & children; decreased fertility; increased
cholesterol; changes to the immune system; increased uric acid levels;
changes in liver enzymes; and prostate, kidney, and testicular cancer
In the 1970°s DoD began using a firefighting foam (aqueous film forming
foam —AFFF), which contained PFOS to extinguish petroleum fires
Some AFFF formulations may also contain PFOA
In May 2000 the primary American manufacturers began phasing out the
production of PFOS/PFOA related products




Communication Concerns & Challenges

ANe, the citizens, have been denied a stakeholder status for critical
decisions about our PFAS exposure.

Ainconsistent messages from various government agencies.

AGovernment agencies have minimized or downplayed health risks
from PFAS. So our water districts can say we are safe.

AToo many elected officials have minimized or downplayed health
risks from PFAS.

ALack of full public disclosure of all PFAS test results, not just a few
PFAS like PFOA & PFOS.



A Closer Look at Our PFAS Levels
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base drinking water level was 7,910 parts per trillion, making it the
highest PFAS drinking water level in the United States.

ANIdEfI8|d, Security, Fountain, &tratmoorHills have all had drinking
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ADOD says 44 of the 88, dise drinking water sources tested here in
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Aa Peterson Air Force Base groundwater well tested at 88,000 ppt.



Our PFAS Levels
Found to be higher than EPA limits

Springs Alrport: 2,000 ppt

Soucth Academy Bosfevard and US. 85/37- 620 ppt
¥ Road: 292 ppt
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Our PFAS Contamination Iis Unique

APeterson Air Force Base admitted to dumping toxic water laced with
PFAS into the environment

ADecades of PFAS contamination starting in 1970
APeterson AFB remains an active duty base

ANith a constantly moving military population how many more than
our 70,000 current residents are affected?

Awhat about people who have moved from the area?
ANhat about our current military, and veterans?



Inconsistent State and Federal Responses
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olorado Department of Public Health and Environment

Astates offering FREE testing: New York, New Hampshire, Vermont,
and Pennsylvania.

ﬁCoIorado does not offer its exposed residents free PFAS
biomonitoring (medical monitoring for lorgrm effects), like NY.

A\Io enforceable Colorado statewide or federal PFAS drinking water
limits
ANew Jersey (1gpt) & Vermont (2(Qopt) have set state levels



Continued:
Inconsistent State and Federal Responses

ANo statewide or federal responses for private/public wells less
than 70 parts per trillion (ppt).

An 1991, Army Corp of Engineers told Ft Carson,to stop using
AFFF & must be replaced with nonhazardous substitute

An 1997, Ft Carson declared PFAS hazardous & dangerous to the
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EPA vs ATSDR vs New Jersey
What about our community?

Comparison of ATSDR minimal risk level and

EPA and New Jersey reference doses
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Lack of Transparency = Lack of Trust
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SDR PFAS Toxicology report was withheld for months from the public
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)f88, 000 (most contaminated area)

V7,900 ppt
800 ppt and other various levels in our community

EPA advisory 70 ppt in 2016
ATSDR Toxicology 10 ppt
Science based research = a trace of PFAS is a cancer causing chemice
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Financial Challenges from our PFAS Exposur

Acommunities and Taxpayers should not be responsible for the costs
of fixing contamination, clean water, blodevel testing, or medical
monitoring: MAKE POLLUTERS PAY!

A\/Iany PFAS exposed residents are now burdened with costs of private
well testing, bottled water, bloodevel testing, expensive home
filters, & PFA$elated medical care.

Aa large portion of us are still buying bottled water / lack of trust
AChronic Iliness costs are devastating to family finances.
ADecreased property values.



Our Recommendations:

ARz?ulate PFAS as a class and not every individual chain separate,
here are over 3,000 chains

A’Stop producing all PFAS chemicals

AMake a national enforceable MCL of 1 ppt.

Anclude waste water for data analysis

Aset a Januaryl 2020 deadline date for all the above.

Perioritize public health, NOT the chemical industry
AEPA mission statement



Mandate a Seat at the Stake Holder Tabl

We are multiple voices of our communities

Make a national enforceable MCL opgt
Include all PFAS as a class, not individually

Biomedical Monitoring for all people

Those who live here now, and in the past

Classify all PFAS as a hazardous substar



Thank you EPA for
coming to our
community,

now IS the time to
support us.

Fountain Valley
Clean Water

Coalition



PFAS Community
Engagement Meeting

Sierra Club Fountain Creek Water
Sentinels

Our mission is to protect, restore,
and improve the Fountain Creek




Fountain Creek Watershed

All the area shaded
in green is the

Fountain Creek~
Watershed




Fountain Creek Water Sentinels:
Community Stakeholders

Our members and volunteers live and work in the
affected communities.




Community Challenges

u 3 out of 4 contaminated areas are unincorporated
communities.

u There is no city council, no mayor to advocate
locally.

u Limited political representation.
u The community has not been treated as critical
stakeholders.

u There has been limited support for needed blood
testing and biomedical monitoring.

u There are 4 different water districts with different
treatment for PFOS/PFOA Contamination.




Reporting
Entity

VERMONT

Drinking Water
Action

Groundwater Quality
Standards

Compound Level (PPT)

Sum of PFOA PFOS
PFHXS PFHpA PFNA

MINNESOTA

Health Based
Guidance for Water

Sum of PFOA and PFOS

NEW JERSEY| Regulation PFNA
PFOA

EPA Health Advisory PFOS
PFOA

HHS Recommendation PFOS
from ATSDR Study PFOA




Granular Activated Carbon (GAC)
Filtration

Is our water safe?

u  Passthrough
concerns

u  Disposal concerns




Aquatic Life and Animals in the Fountain
Creek Watershed




